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THE PRESIDENT’S MESSAGE 


To THE MEMBERS OF THE BENCH AND Bar IN MASSACHUSETTS AND 


ESPECIALLY THE YOUNGER MEMBERS OF THE Bar :— 


This issue is devoted to the problems and aspirations of the 
Massachusetts Bar Association and the steps now being taken to 
make our Association the strong and vigorous group which it 


ought to be. I believe that these steps should be taken to serve the 


people of the Commonwealth and the cause of justice. Selfish plans 


are apt to produce lonely failures. Unselfish plans produce strong 
character at least and sometimes bring an unexpected profit as 
well. I urge our members to put their shoulders to the wheel and to 
make free and vigorous comment, or criticisms, upon the things 
which we are trying to do. Particularly, I urge the younger men 
to take leadership and to keep it. We shall take pains to see that 
the younger men are asked to become active. We shall also take 
pains to see that the older men do everything in their power to 
request enthusiastic collaboration of their younger brethren. If 
each one of our members will read this issue of the QUARTERLY 
with care and then proceed to enlist the support of men in his 
neighborhood, our membership problem will be solved and out 
opportunity for service will have blossomed. 


Mayo A. SHATTUCK. 








THE ASSOCIATION AS IT HAS BEEN AND AS 
WE HOPE IT MAY BE 

An old record book, found by the late Jim McDermott in a 
basement of the Boston Court House, showed the organization 
of a state-wide bar association and the adoption of some by-laws 
about 1850, but it appears to have evaporated after the first meet- 
ing. The attempt was not renewed until 1909, when the Massa- 
chusetts Bar Association was organized by men from all over 
the state, with the Hon. Richard Olney, former Attorney-General 
and Secretary of State of the United States, as the first president. 
Since that time, the association has had a continuous active 
existence and has accomplished more for the bench and bar, and 
for the public, through its committees and otherwise, during the 
past thirty-two years, than is generally realized. 

Membership in the association has varied from time to time. 
particularly during the recent years of depression, but, in these 
days of constantly increasing organized effort of the bar through- 
out the country, with every variety of proposal and problem com- 
ing closer to the individual lawyers from many sources, within 
and without the Commonwealth, the need for a strong, active, 
state-wide bar association in the interest of the bar, of the bench, 
and of the public, is constantly increasing. This need is peculiarly 
a need of the younger members of the bar, who must, shortly, 
inherit and carry on the professional work and service which 
are expected of the profession by the bench and by the public as 
conditions of the privilege accorded to lawyers of practising law. 

The Massachusetts Bar Association now consists of members 
at large from some 70 cities and towns in the Commonwealth, 
with an executive committee consisting of three general officers 
annually chosen, the last ex-president, seven individual members 
at large annually chosen, and fourteen representatives locally 
chosen of “affiliated” bar associations. The majority of the execu- 
tive committee, therefore, consists of fourteen presidents, or their 
delegated representatives, of the following associations: Barn- 
stable County Bar Association; Berkshire County Bar Associa- 
tion; Bar Association of the City of Boston; Bristol County Bar 
Association; Essex Bar Association: Franklin County Bar As- 
sociation; Hampden County Bar Association; Hampshire 
County Bar Association; Law Society of Massachusetts; Massa 
chusetts Conveyancers’ Association: Bar Association of the 
County of Middlesex; Norfolk County Bar Association ; Plymouth 




















3 


County Bar Association; and Worcester County Bar Association. 

A recent amendment allows the addition of representatives of 
more local bar associations without reducing the number of 
seven members elected at large. 

At the annual meeting of the association last June, and the 
subsequent meeting of the executive committee, a special com- 
mittee was appointed to consider plans for increasing the activity 
of the Association and its service. 

This special committee was instructed to make broad inquiry 
and to return written recommendations of things that the As- 
sociation might do to increase its usefulness to members of the 
profession and the public at large. Inasmuch as this report con- 
stitutes something of a chart by which we sail on the next leg 
of our journey, it is reprinted. 


REPORT OF COMMITTEE ON RECOMMENDATIONS 
At the annual meeting of the Massachusetts Bar Association 
held June 6, 1941, the executive committee created a committee 
to “study the deficiencies of our organization and make recom- 
mendations.” The President thereupon appointed the following 
to this committee: 
Joseph Wiggin of Malden, Chairman 
Lispenard B. Phister of Newbury, Vice Chairman 
and Secretary 
Willard B. Luther of Cambridge 
James M. Rosenthal of Pittsfield 
W. Arthur Garrity of Worcester 
Morris R. Brownell of New Bedford 
Richard B. Walsh of Lowell 


Each member of the committee sent to the secretary in writing 
his suggestions. Copies of each were submitted to the committee 
for their study and on July 11, 1941 this special committee met 
with the following present: Messrs. Wiggin, Garrity, Rosenthal, 
Walsh, Phister. 

At the outset it was agreed that this Association had failed to 
cover the activities which are plainly its duty to perform if it is 
to be sufficiently useful to this bar to obtain its support and 
respect. The members have grown accustomed to expect our sec- 
retary Mr. Frank W. Grinnell to attend to practically the entire 
work of this Association. He has done his work with conspicu- 
ous success, but the matters your committee recommend in this 
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report can not be attended to properly by any one man no matter 

how able or experienced. They call for additional help of paid 

employees and the activity of a number of interested members. 

Anything less, in the opinion of this committee, will not reach 

the desired result. 

After a thorough discussion of all suggestions the committee 
agreed upon the following suggestions as of outstanding impor- 
tance in any campaign to strengthen the effectiveness of our 
Bar Association : 

1. Annual meetings, the first to be held at some point 
outside of Boston. 

2. A change in the Massacuuserrs Law QUARTERLY to 
make it more nearly representative of the bar of the 
entire state. 

3. The establishment and maintenance of a central office 
properly equipped to serve our members and the bar 
of Massachusetts in general. It would require a perma- 
nent executive secretary with a stenographer to keep 
office so the secretary would be free to travel about 
the Commonwealth as his work required. His pos- 
sible work is hereafter discussed. 

4. Active measures to increase membership and keep the 
membership large. 

5. The interest and service of the “junior bar.” 


Many suggestions were discussed as to details for making these 
recommendations effective. Among them are the following: 

1. The Annual Meeting should be held at some place outside 
of Boston accustomed to handling successful annual meetings. 
The New Ocean House at Swampscott was mentioned as one of 
that type. An outstanding speaker, preferably a national figure, 
should be obtained whose subject need not, necessarily, be of a 
legal nature. Conferences on subjects of a legal nature, legal 
clinics, etc., should be arranged for future years, and, perhaps, 
this year, but programs for conferences and clinics should be 
carefully worked up in advance. Most persons attending confer- 
ences do not appreciate the planning put into them, but most are 
very quick to detect the lack of planning, and after a poorly 
planned conference has been in session but a few minutes, many 
lose interest and drift out. 

The social element of annual meetings is of utmost importance, 
and a careful social program should be arranged and might well 
include matters in which the wives and other lady members of 
our families would be interested. 


———— nn 
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2. Law Quarterly. We have been most fortunate in having 
the able and unreserved services of Mr. Grinnell for many years 
as editors, publisher and principal contributors of the Law 
QuarTeRLy. It has, under his guidance, become, and remains, a 
publication almost unique in its quality and of outstanding value 
in making our Association known throughout this country. Mr. 
Grinnell has done this work almost alone, has done it willingly, 
and the rest of us have stood aside and let him do it with little 
but occasional thanks for his efforts. Lack of money has com- 
pelled him frequently to adopt devices of type and make-up which 
have made it not too attractive in appearance. This state of 
things should not be permitted to continue. 

The Committee recommends the selection of a board of three 
editors to be set up to assist Mr. Grinnell in providing the 
QUARTERLY with material which will give it greater general in- 
terest to the bar of the Commonwealth. There are various fields 
in law, legislative and departmental regulations, rulings and 
practice, both state and federal, which could receive attention 
from such a board. The problem would be one of selection from 
too much material. In this the Junior Bar could be of real help. 

There are now two other legal periodicals in Massachusetts, 
The Law Society Journal and the Bulletin of the Bar Association 
of the City of Boston. These might well work together on many 
matters and in time they might even be merged to save expense 
to the legal fraternity and lessen the burden of reading legal 
literature. Our committee strongly supports the suggestion of 
Mr. Rosenthal that the Massachusetts Bar Association endeavor 
to enter into an arrangement with the Bar Association of the 
City of Boston which would permit the Massachusetts Bar As- 
sociation to reprint in the Massacnuserrs Law QuaArTERLY the 
running digest of recent statutes and opinions now appearing in 
the Bar Bulletin. 


5. A central office to gather and spread promptly information 
useful to our members is urgently needed, and some practical 
method of achieving this goal should be attained at once. It 
could provide information to this bar as to what is going on at 
the State House so that the members of the bar could immedi- 
ately be made aware of legislation that affects the profession and 
the public interest. Department rulings and activities are fre- 
quently of equal importance with legislation and deserve equal 
attention. 








A properly equipped and effective central office would neces- 
sarily require an executive secretary capable of gathering faith- 
fully information of all kinds which is of interest to the bar in 
general, of putting this information in usable form and transmit- 
ting it promptly to our member bar associations throughout this 
Commonwealth and our own members, so that their members, as 
well as our own, could be informed and organized for action if 
action were required. Such a secretary by visits, correspondence 
and telephone, could in a short time become acquainted with our 
constituent associations and many of our own members, establish 
proper relations between our central office and theirs and in- 
crease the usefulness of our Association. A stenographer would 
be required to keep office, attend to correspondence, keep up our 
files and answer inquiries. 

4. To get new members and retain the present ones requires 
work and we must have a definite program to assure the prospec- 
tive members that we have something to offer. For this purpose 
local committees should be set up in all the cities and towns to 
secure new members, and a membership drive should be put on 
as soon as our program is ready. When appointed, the executive 
secretary should keep the need of increased membership ever 
before him. 

5. Every successful organization must realize that its member- 
ship is not static but is in a constant flux through death, retire- 
ment and non-payment of dues. Any organization is constantly 
losing members and it is vitally necessary to have the young 
men each year brought into the organization. To accomplish this 
we must arouse their interest in our Association. The best way 
to arouse it is to see that they are named to committees and put 
to work. Young men would be attracted by this attention, would 
become interested in the Association and its activities and the 
Association would grow in value. There are now various junior 
bar groups which can be consulted and means can be found to 
engage the services of these young men and to obtain new mem- 
bers through them each year. Already a dozen or more of the 
younger lawyers throughout the state have under the leadership of 
Edwin P. Dunphy and Winthrop S. Dakin, both of the North- 
ampton Bar, undertaken to assist this committee. They have pre- 
pared a list containing the names and addresses of the 1598 mem- 
bers of the Massachusets Bar under thirty-five years of age 
together with a suggested questionnaire to be submitted to this 











-! 


list and to those young men who will be admitted to the bar this 
October. 

There were many more suggestions considered by the commit- 
tee. They selected the few which seemed to them to form a not too 
ambitious program and one they considered could be undertaken 
with prospect of success. With an immediate increase of mem- 
bership and some contributions from a relatively few good 
friends, it would seem perfectly possible to put these sugges 
tions into effect. 


Many other details have been suggested, some of which we feel 
well worthwhile to suggest. 


(a) Several vice presidents, chosen with due regard to geog- 
raphy, should be named, all of equal rank with no designation 
of preference stated. If possible, they should be working rather 
than honorary vice presidents, and it would undoubtedly be well 
to require that there shall at all times be at least one vice presi- 
dent under thirty-five years of age. 

(b) There was a suggestion for a co-ordinating committee to 
consist of say from five to seven of the best and most energetic 
men in the association. Its aim should be to co-ordinate the work 
of all of the local bar associations by helping them to do effec- 
tively what they should do, but with the secondary purpose of 
having our association fill in the inevitable gaps. To do this will 
require a thorough survey of what the local associations are now 
doing and plan to do in the near future. Such a committee would 
help the new executive secretary to organize and carry on his 
work. Our executive secretary or official should work with each 
local association until he understands thoroughly the needs of 
each. With this knowledge this co-ordinating committee could 
enable all associations to work together for the improvement of 
the law, instead of having, as now, one association recorded in 
favor of some legislation and another recorded as opposed. As to 
grievance work, this co-ordinating committee could be most 
valuable. 

Wherever possible, grievance committee work should be 
handled locally, but obviously there is need of a central office 
to which complaints can in the first instance be directed, and 
can in all instances be handled if and when for local or personal 
reasons the central grievance committee detached from local 
conditions can obviously work more effectively. 
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This co-ordinating committee could also get behind and work 
for the founding of sound education and high standards of ad- 
mission, both legal and ethical. 

A public relations committee might, with great benefit, be set 
up. This committee should have a wide field, including such 
phases as relations with banks and trust companies, with account- 
ants, with so-called tax experts, and with others who either con- 
sciously or unconsciously infringe upon fields previously con- 
sidered the work of lawyers. This committee could also explore 
and develop such fields as association advertising to educate the 
public as to the usefulness of lawyers, legal clinics, legal aid, 
expert advice from lawyer to lawyer, and similar matters. 

To make this report brief, many suggestions which seem to us 
good have either been omitted or touched upon very lightly. All 
growth takes time, but the primary requisite for us is to have 
the best possible plan of action that practical limits can devise 
and then to put it into action as promptly and as vigorously as 
possible. 

Respectfully submitted, 
JoserH WiaGcGiIn, Chairman 
Morris R. Browne tt, 
W. ARTHUR GARRITY 
Witiarp B. LuTHeEr 
James M. RosenrTHAL 
Ricuarp B. Wasi 
LISPENARD B. PHtster, Secretary 


Committee on Recommendations. 


September 9, 1941. 


NOTICE TO BENCH AND BAR 
Owing to the length of the legislative session the “blue book” 
containing the 1941 statutes and the “table of changes,” will be 
delayed. Meanwhile there will be a table of changes in the offices 
of the Counsel to the Senate and Counsel to the House and 
statutes may be checked for such changes by calling, telephoning 
or writing. 
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THE ACTION OF THE EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE 


The foregoing report was sent to all of the members of the 
executive committee. It apparently challenged their interest, for 
they put in an almost complete appearance on September 13th 
and the entire day was spent in an attempt to translate the com- 
mittee recommendations into action. The following actions were 
taken: 

1. It was unanimously voted to establish quarters and a com- 
mittee was appointed for that purpose (see page 10 this issue). 


2. Four Vice Presidents were chosen, as follows: 


Harold 8S. R. Buffington of Fall River 
Edwin P. Dunphy of Northampton 
Guy Newhall of Lynn 

Charles T. Tatman of Worcester ; 


3. An executive secretary was chosen to serve, on a part-time 
basis, as utility and liaison man in the interests of the associa- 
tion (see page 12 this issue). 

4. The appointment was authorized of a committee to arrange 
for a commemoration of the 250th anniversary of the establish- 
ment of our Supreme Judicial Court. 

5. It was reported by the President that Philip Hendrick had 
accepted the chairmanship of a committee to arrange for the 
annual meeting in 1942 (see page 22 this issue). 

6. It was reported by the President that John V. Spalding, 
Chairman of the Committee to study the American Law Insti- 
tute’s Proposed Code of Evidence, had chosen the following per- 
sons to work with him, viz: 


Theodore Chase of Boston 
Richard B. Walsh of Lowell 
Edward M. Dangel of Boston 
Gerald J. Callahan of Springfield 
Lafayette R. Chamberlin of Boston 
Robert H. Hopkins of Boston 
Wilfred Smart of Boston 

Neil Leonard of Boston 

Edward B. Hanify of Boston 
Edwin G. Norman of Worcester 
Charles W. Bartlett of Boston 
Richard Wait of Boston 


and that his committee had embarked upon its duties, having 
secured copies of the Code and having made contact with Pro- 
fessor Edmund M. Morgan of the Harvard Law School, Reporter 
of the Code. [This Code will again be considered by the Council 
of the American Law Institute in its present tentative form at 
its meeting in February, 1942, and, in form for final adoption 
as a model, at the annual meeting of the Institute in Washington 
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in May, 1942. It is expected that our committee will study this 
important document critically and make recommendations to the 
Reporter, the Council and, perhaps, to the annual meeting of 
the Institute, and it is hoped that, at some time during the 
winter, our committee may conduct a school session for our 
nembers upon the subject of the proposed code, its virtues and 
defects. ] 

7. The President was authorized to appoint a committee upon 
Public Relations and has has appointed John E. Peakes of New- 
ton as its chairman. 

8. The President was authorized and directed to appoint a 
committee upon Amendment of the Law. Willard Luther of 
Cambridge, one of the Commissioners on Uniform State Laws, 
has accepted the chairmanship of this committee and the roster 
of the other members is being completed. 

9. Messrs. Nathan P. Avery of Holyoke and Edwin P. Dunphy 
of Northampton were placed in charge of preparing a campaign 
to obtain new members (see pages 13 and 33 of this issue). 

10. It was decided, after an interesting discussion, not to ap- 
point a special committee upon Judicial Appointments but, 
rather, to consider that important subject as lying within the 
scope of the activities of the Executive Committee. 

11. The President was authorized and directed to appoint an 
Editorial Board (see page 18 this issue). 

12. The President reported that Guy Newhall of Lynn had 
accepted the chairmanship of a committee to make inquiry into 
the subject of Family and Probate Law (see page 15 this issue). 


OUR NEW QUARTERS 
What New Quarters can do for Members of the Association 


At the meeting of the executive committee held in Boston on 
September 13th, there was a thorough discussion of the matter 
of establishing quarters for the Association. The twenty members 
present (out of 24) were unanimous in their view that it was 
desirable to have quarters and that the rooms of the association 
should be made independent of those of any other association. 
It was hoped that rooms might be found at a place near the 
court house, the State House and the business section and that 
they might be arranged with an eye to the convenience of mem- 
bers who are visiting in Boston either on business or on pleasure. 
Upon unanimous authorization the president anpointed, as mem- 
bers of a committee to obtain quarters 


Harold Horvitz 
Romney Spring 
Lispenard B. Phister, Chairman. 
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The committee was instructed to proceed with all reasonable 
speed and soon located pleasant rooms on the second floor of 
5 Park Street. These rooms comprise part of one of the older 
dwelling houses on Park Street and the wide windows which 
overlook the Common, and the old fireplace will give, it is hoped, 
a feeling of friendly homeliness to the place. There will be in 
attendance a woman secretary and stenographer and the essen- 
tial files of the work of the association will be kept on the 
premises. It is expected that as many of the various committee 
meetings as possible will be held in these rooms which, hence- 
forth, will be the permanent headquarters. The telephone num- 
ber is Lafayette 6436. Mail addressed to the association may 
be sent there to 5 Park Street, Boston, and will be distributed to 
the various committee chairmen. 

Our new executive secretary, Frank L. Wiegand, Jr., will be 
in and out of the premises, on a part-time schedule, and it is 
hoped that we will be able to obtain a set of the Massachusetts 
Reports, a supply of current legal periodicals and a few useful 
books. We shall probably attempt, also, to make arrangements 
with a public stenographer who can come to the quarters for 
special services. There are two rooms, the smaller of which will, 
probably, be best used as a conference room, primarily for those 
members of the association who wish to interview a client or do 
other business there. 

At the moment an architect is prescribing the decorative 
scheme and the President of the association is collecting such 
contributions of money as the members wish to make to defray 
the initial cost of establishing the place. Due to the fact that 
the stenographic and telephone expense of the Grievance Com- 
mittee will be transferred to the new quarters and that the rent 
is modest, it is hoped that this vital activity will not, materially, 
increase the annual budget. If the members will take a generous 
and enthusiastic view of the needs of the new quarters by making 
contributions of money, where possible, and by answering our 
request for offers of furniture, rugs, books, pictures, ete., set 
forth below we may hope for a pleasant and distinguished place. 

The Bar Association of the City of Boston has found, within 
the past year, that obtaining its own new quarters on School 
Street and engaging a full-time executive secretary have given 
new life and vigor to the entire work of the association. The 
Council and many of the committees meet there and the general 
sense of order which comes from having some one place where 
records are kept and organization work is done has proved 
invaluable. 
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REQUESTS FOR OFFERS OF BOOKS, FURNITURE, 
RUGS, ETC. 

The committee thinks it probable that members of the associa- 
tion, or the families of deceased members, have in storage or 
elsewhere, furniture, rugs, books, and various things, which they 
do not want and would like to offer to the association as gifts, 
to help the new experiment of quarters. Accordingly, the com- 
mittee will be glad to receive offers as follows: 

Set of Massachusetts Reports 

“« “ Annotated Laws of Massachusetts 
“ “ Massachusetts Digest 
« “ Blue Books since 1932 (Shepard’s Mass. Citations). 

Miscellaneous Legal Literature (History, Biography, Trials. 
Restatements of American Law Institute with Massa- 
chusetts Annotations. Standard Works like Wigmore on 
Evidence). 

Bound set of Mass. Law Quarterly 

™ “« « Law Society Journal 

- “« “ Harvard Law Review 

- « « Boston University Law Review 
“ “« « Bar Bulletin 

Manual, Bulletins and Debates of the Constitutional Con- 
vention of 1917. 

Journal of the Convention of 1779-80. 

Debates of the Convention of 1820 and of 1853. 

Rugs. 

Typewriters and type-writing desk. 

Standing lamps, table, desk, chairs, old gilt or black walnut 
and gilt, or other old-fashioned picture frames (large or 
small) from your attic or storeroom. 

A list of things offered should be sent to: 

F. W. Grinnell, Secretary, 
60 State Street, Boston (Tel. Hubbard 3300) 
so that the committee can consider what it can use. It has already 
received a few offers, but, the more offers received, the larger the 
choice and the better the result. 

Mrs. Robert W. Lovett, the daughter of the late Moorfield 
Storey, fifth president of the Association (1913-1914), has kindly 
offered to help in furnishing the quarters. 


THE EXECUTIVE SECRETARY 


The new Executive Secretary, Frank L. Wiegand, Jr., Esquire, 
was graduated from Harvard College in 1935 and from the Har- 
vard Law School in 1938. He is associated with the firm of Haus- 
sermann, Davison & Shattuck, 15 State Street, Boston, Massa- 
chusetts. He has undertaken the difficult job of serving as execu- 
tive secretary of the Association which means that, within the 
limitations imposed upon him by his professional obligations, 
he will be at the service of the members and will hope and ex- 
pect occasionally to attend meetings of the local associations 
and to get to know as many of our active members as possible. 
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THE MEMBERSHIP DRIVE AND THE JUNIOR BAR 


A rough outline of the task which has been accepted by Messrs. 
Avery and Dunphy is as follows: they undertake to appoint a 
local squad for each considerable town and for each city in 
the Commonwealth. One of these members is expected to be an 
older man and one a younger man, less than thirty-five years of 
age. They undertake to place in the hands of each of these local 
teams a number of copies of this special issue of the Quar- 
TERLY and a number of forms of application for membership. 
These local teams have the power of expanding their number 
within their respective areas as much as they see fit. The idea, 
of course, will be to do as much personal interviewing as cir- 
cumstances permit and it is hoped that the campaign may pro- 
ceed within defined chronological limits—to begin when the 
Avery and Dunphy appointments are completed and the Quar- 
TERLY is ready and to proceed over a period of thirty days. It is 
hoped that this task will have been discharged by the first of the 
year and our goal should be, at the very least, a doubling of our 
membership. 

This part of the work is, of course, of the very first degree of 
importance. A list of the teams will be found on page 33. 





SHOULD THERE BE A SEGREGATED JUNIOR BAR 
SECTION OF THE ASSOCIATION? 


An important question that must shortly be answered by the 
Massachusetts Bar Association is whether or not there should 
be a separate organization for younger lawyers within the frame- 
work of the larger group. Some years ago the American Bar 
Association struggled with this same problem and the Junior 
Bar Conference of the American Bar Association was formed 
as a result. It may be that the same reasons for having a Junior 
Bar Group do not as well apply to a State organization which 
is much smaller and which has a somewhat different program. 
However, there should be a serious discussion of this matter and 
perhaps later on a poll of our members. A few of the pros and 
cons on the subject appear below. If you have any ideas please 
write them to the executive secretary. 


PRO 

The reasons for having a separate organization made up of 
lawyers under the age of, say, 35 can be persuasive. Older and 
experienced men tend to dominate any situation with the result 
that latent younger ability may be unconsciously smothered. It 
is difficult for some types of able younger men to take a position 
of leadership among their elders. Those same men may, on the 
other hand, be capable of excellent leadership of men their own 
age or younger. Thus, the younger men with their own organiza- 
tion and leadership may accomplish a great deal more than if 
guided in an atmosphere suppressing youth with age and prestige. 
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A separate organization may provide an arena for gaining 
individual distinction and thus encourage increased effort. Fur- 
thermore the experience gained in separate government might 
bring earlier maturity in many cases and thus contribute 
strength to the parent organization. A sort of testing ground 
would be there for determining who is fit to undertake heavier 
responsibility in years to come. 

It is also possible that there may well be a healthy divergence 
of opinion on policy and program between younger and older 
men. Interests and outlook are different and a division of mem- 
bership would provide separate vehicles for expression. 

CON 

Just as persuasive are the reasons for a complete fusion of 
younger and older members of the Massachusetts Bar Associa- 
tion. The older lawyers of today, seeing the progress of youth in 
other fields, have a healthy respect for it and are only too glad 
to have the burden of association work lightened by the coopera- 
tion of younger members. It is not a question of domination 
but rather one of getting the job done and done well. Youthful 
ability should be welcomed and solicited and where there may 
be limitations of experience or prestige they will be recognized 
by young and old alike. Any deficiency of this sort may be more 
than made up by the contribution of vigor, enthusiasm and the 
progressive attitude of youth. 

Many lawyers aged thirty and over would dislike to be held 
out to the public as “youngsters” and would rather wait for 
participation in association activities until they have aged suffi- 
ciently to be members of the senior group. Thus the Association 
may be deprived of valuable active membership for these inter- 
vening years. 

As for gaining distinction in the profession through able par- 
ticipation in association work, it would probably be worth more 
to the individual to have attained a position of leadership in a 
group containing all lawyers, old and young, instead of in a 
smaller division of the Association. 

As for obtaining maturity, it is likely that working closely 
with more experienced men will foster and hasten maturity 
rather than hinder or slow down development. Experience can 
be absorbed from the experienced. 

It can very well be argued that there should be no divergence 
of opinion on policy and program within the Massachusetts Bar 
Association. Lawyers, young and old, have united in the Associa- 
tion with common purpose. The professional interest in associ- 
ating applies to young and old alike. Unity of purpose, in other 
words, is the very reason for having an Association and the over- 
lapping of programs of “Junior” and “Senior” would make for 
wasted effort. 

New young members are needed in the Massachusetts Bar As- 
sociation and those that we have should be more active. For the 
good of the Association we should adopt the policy as to “Junior” 
members which will induce them to give more to the organization. 
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THE COMMITTEE ON FAMILY AND PROBATE LAW 
AND PROCEDURE 


Some lawyers enjoy discussion of the great constitutional 
problems and of the philosophies underlying the law which often 
seem more remote than they really are. A good many more 
lawyers, perhaps, are interested in the things which seem to lie 
closer to the skin, and which arise to plague us from day to day 
in general practice. The question of Family and Probate Law 
procedures and accounting, coupled with such vexing matters as 
the guardian ad litem situation throughout the Commonwealth, 
certainly belongs to the “close to the skin” category. There have 
been chosen to serve on a committee to make inquiry into these 
matters 

Guy Newhall of Lynn, Chairman 

Weld A. Rollins of Needham 

Harold T. Davis of Hingham 

Bradley B. Gilman of Worcester 

William E. Fuller of Fall River 
This committee is engaged in amplifying its ranks by a careful 
choice of co-members drawn from all parts of the Commonwealth. 
It is hoped that this committee will formulate recommendations 
to the association for amendments in this homely department of 
the law, both substantive and procedural. It is expected that 
at the annual meeting of the association in 1942 there will be a 
school session upon this subject with full opportunity for debate 
from the floor. The first report of this committee, which gives 
some idea of the way in which they are conducting their work, 
follows. For other members added to the committee see p. 35. 


FIRST REPORT OF COMMITTEE ON FAMILY AND 
PROBATE LAW 


The first meeting of the Massachusetts Bar Association Com- 
mittee on Family and Probate Law was held on September 16, 
1941. There were present Messrs. Newhall, Chairman, Rollins, 
Fuller, Gilman, Davis of the Committee and Mayo A. Shattuck, 
President of the Association, ex officio. 

Mr. Shattuck spoke of the method of operation of the associa- 
tion, of the various committees which he has appointed and of 
his general aims as president with respect to the association. 
Harold T. Davis was elected secretary of this committee. 

It was decided that additional members should be invited to 
join the committee so as to bring its number up to eight or ten 
members. Each of the members present at the meeting was asked 
to check and report upon the qualifications of a suggested new 
member. It was thought desirable that the new members be 
selected from counties not already represented among the exist- 
ing members. 
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There ensued an informal discussion of possible aspects of 
family and probate law which might be the subject of investiga- 
tion, study and recommendations by the committee. The follow- 
ing matters were suggested: 

1. Selection of guardians ad litem in probate matters 
and methods of fixing their fees. 
2. Revision of laws relating to accounting, with particu- 
lar reference to compulsory accounting. 
3. Accounting in the probate courts with respect to 
inter vivos trusts. 
4. Revision of the laws respecting notice on probate of 
wills. 
5. Fees of fiduciaries in general. 
6. Surety bonds and fees, with particular reference to 
small estates. 
v7. Abolishing the distinction between real and personal 
property in probate proceedings. 


It was the consensus of opinion of the meeting that this year’s 
deliberations might well be limited to the general problem of 
probate accounts, and that the subject might be divided into the 
following four items: 

1. Guardians ad litem. 

2. Compulsory accounting. 

3. Enforcement of probate bonds. 

4, Extension of probate court jurisdiction to cover all 
estates and legal proceedings in which estates are 
involved. 

For purposes of this and following records, the following are 
recorded as the addresses and residences of the present members 
of the committee: 


Name Address Residence 

Guy Newhall - 38 Exchange Street Lynn 
Lynn, Massachusetts 

Weld A. Rollins 53 State Street Needham 
Boston, Massachusetts 

William E. Fuller 84 North Main Street Fall River 
Fall River, Massachusetts 

Bradley B. Gilman c/o Gage, Hamilton & June Worcester 


State Mutual Building 
Worcester, Massachusetts 
Harold T. Davis 220 Devonshire Street Hingham 
3oston, Massachusetts 
Harotp T. Davis, 
Secretary. 


For other members added to the committee, see page 35. 
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NOTE 

The Bar Bulletin, of the Boston Bar Association for July and 
for September, contains several discussions of fiduciary account- 
ing and guardians ad litem. In the October issue, the editor 
states that he has received four other communications on the 
subject which have not yet been printed. In the articles thus far 
published, there are arguments in favor of compulsory annual 
accounting to prevent maladministration, ete., and an argument 
in opposition to such compulsory accounting, in the absence of 
any petition to the court for action, on the ground that, while 
the Probate Court now has jurisdiction to compel the filing of an 
account on petition of any one interested, it is not the function 
of the Probate Court to assume “paternalistic supervision” if no 
one interested petitions for action; and that in this respect tes- 
tamentary trusts do not differ from many trusts “privately 
created by deed which never come near the Probate Court or any 
other court” unless somebody seeks court action. 

In another article, there is a discussion of the practice in re- 
gard to guardians ad litem, their functions and compensation. 

The QuarterLy for June, 1941, contained a discussion of the 
duties of a guardian ad litem as to the examination of vouchers 
and a comparison of the common form of appointment and report 
relative to “vouchers”, with the statute, St. 1938, Chap. 154, 
which says nothing about vouchers but provides for the appoint- 
ment of a person “to represent” the “interest” of unborn or un- 
ascertained persons. It is there suggested that a person thus 
appointed simply occupies the position of counsel for a client 
not under guardianship, who would not put his client to un- 
necessary expense in checking all vouchers unless he had reason 
to believe that “as a practical matter, his client’s interest called 
for such detailed examination”; and that the statute “does not 
purport to make the guardian ad litem a super-trustee not con- 
templated by the creator of the trust.” 

The committee will doubtless be glad to receive further sug- 
gestions from any member of the association in regard to the 
subject of its inquiry. The editor of the QuarTERLY, and, doubt- 
less, the editor of the Bar Bulletin, will be glad to receive further 
communications on any aspect of the subject for possible pub- 
lication or submission to the committee.* 

One such suggestion was made to the editor in connection with 
the item in the committee’s inquiry as to extension of the Probate 
Court functions in respect to inter vivos trusts. It was suggested 
that by far the greater number of these trusts which do not come 
into the probate court are honestly administered, and that they 
should be left alone unless some one petitions the court. It was 
also suggested that to require all private trusts, the number of 
which no one knows, to go through the probate courts, might very 
seriously increase the burden of those courts in the matter of 
records, etc., at the expense of the county treasuries without any 
sufficient reason for such added public expense. 


*A recent discussion by Judge Hitch of the Bristol Probate Court appeared in 
the “Bar Bulletin” for November, 1941. 
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THE MASSACHUSETTS LAW QUARTERLY 
THE EDITORIAL BOARD 


Among its other services since 1915 the Massachusetts Bar 
Association has kept judges and lawyers throughout the Com- 
monwealth informed as to what has been going on in the pro- 
fession, and at the State House, through the Massacuuserts Law 
QuaRTERLY, which has continued reprints of reports of legislative 
committees and commissions, of the Judicial Council, of bar com- 
mittees, and contributed articles containing much of the history 
of the courts, of statutes and other matters, not to be found else- 
where, but likely to prove useful in practice. The QUARTERLY is 
one of the oldest bar association Journals in the country, and 
has been referred to in the Journal of the American Judicative 
Society as “In many respects, the best through all its years.” It 
is cited in Shepard’s “Citations” and in the “Annotated Statutes.” 

To all of us the Massacuusetrs Law QUARTERLY means Frank 
W. Grinnell. It is our hope that the QuARTERLY may continue its 
fine work, and preserve its top place, as long as our association 
exists. We might indulge in the same hope with regard to Grinnell 
but, life being what it is, we must prepare for the day when Mr. 
Grinnell will need assistance. The decision has been made, there- 
fore, to appoint a board of editors to defend this treasure of ours 
and to explore means of increasing its strength and usefulness. 
This board must be chosen with care and if the QUARTERLY is to 
contain a larger amount of material with respect to the doings of 
the Association, the members must contribute the sort of news or 
chit-chat which makes association wheels go round under the 
watchful eye, however, of a group of men who are specialists in 
the choice of matters which interest the profession. These men 
must look also to the commercial health of the enterprise. 


Mayo A. SHATTUCK, 


President. 
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SOME OF THE PROBLEMS OF AN EDITOR AND A 
PUBLICATION COMMITTEE 


1. I wish to express appreciation of the pleasant things con- 
tained in the report of the Committee on Recommendations, and 
in the President’s statement, and also to repeat what I said at 
the Executive Committee meeting. 

I heartily agree with the general plan of activities suggested. 
The main problem in the background is that of expense, and, 
therefore, of membership. 

2. As to Section 2 of the report, relating to the QuarreRLy, 
the following statement of some of the problems of an editor may 
bring the publication matter into better perspective for the new 
publication committee and for members of the association. 

The committee’s plan for the QuarTERLY is substantially simi- 
lar to the original outline for the magazine, which was printed 
in the second number in February, 1916, and with the general 
purpose or “function” of a state law review, described by Wig- 
more in that same number in the article from the Jllinois Law 
Review, which suggested the QuarTeRLy as a publication, or 
forum, for the men “whose thinking makes, or shapes the law” of 
the state (see page 40). 

The running digest of statutes and opinions was part of the 
original plan and 30 or 40 pages were devoted to such a digest, 
beginning with the second number, February, 1916, and running 
to February, 1917. These numbers also included a QuaARTERLY 
index to legal periodicals. 

The long number of May, 1917, containing the constitutional 
history of the Supreme Judicial Court, prepared in anticipation 
of the constitutional convention in order to provide conveniently 
available information bearing on the problems of that body, in- 
terrupted this digest. Thereafter, it was not continued because 
it was too much work as well as being expensive. 

The proposal for a Publication Committee is a good revival. 
For many years, there was such a committee of three, beginning 
with Judge Sheldon, Judge Hammond and George Nutter. They 
read and passed on everything, and suppressed a variety of things, 
until their respective deaths. Hovey Gage succeeded Judge Ham- 
mond, and Dunbar Carpenter succeeded Judge Sheldon. After 
Nutter and Gage died, Carpenter and I acted as‘ mutual critics. 

The proposal to get the junior bar into the picture is essential. 
We have been waiting for it ever since 1915. While no editor or 
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board can agree to print everything, contributions, however short, 
are always wanted and will be seriously considered. 

As to the suggested combination of legal periodicals, beyond 
the matter of running a digest of cases, I am very doubtful as to 
its advisability and its feasability. The three periodicals, at pres- 
ent, differ considerably. While there is too much general legal 
literature, I do not think there is too much local legal literature 
outside of official opinions. 

The editorial problems for a bar publication are roughly as 
follows: 


1. What does a practicing lawyer, or judge, wish to read? 
a. Because it may help him in his practice. 
b. Because he is likely to find it interesting, entertaining 
or suggestive from a professional or other point of view 
. What should be published which the bench and bar ought to 
have an opportunity to read, from the point of view both 
of their own and the public interest, whether they want to 
read it or not? 


bo 


3. Pictures. I believe in illustrated legal literature. 

These questions sometimes overlap. Wigmore quoted the re- 
mark which is, I think, generally attributed to the late George M. 
Stearns, “It’s a damn poor sermon that don’t hit me somewhere,” 
and said that is true of a state law periodical as applied to most 
busy judges and lawyers, but they do not always realize it. In the 
A.B.A. Journal for April, 1941, page 220, the editor referred to 
a poll of 2,000 members (out of 30,000) for suggestions as to that 
periodical, and received 740 replies, of which 600 said, “Go on 
as now.” Others made various suggestions. Major Tolman con- 
tinued : 

“There has been a question as to how far the Journal 
should continue to deal with the intellectual side of the 
lawyer’s life . . . We take the point of view of the practi- 
tioner . . . it must never be forgotten that the law is a 
learned profession.” 

Of course, this must be dealt with continuously if the bench 
and bar of Massachusetts are to keep up with the procession and 
maintain a leading professional position, either inside or outside 
of the Commonwealth. 

Conventional rules of type and make-up have their importance, 
but they involve so much expense that they would prohibit much 
that is of value in reprinting reports and other publications of 
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which the cost of original setting would be prohibitive. For this 
reason, the editor has violated all conventional rules, and ordered 
reprints from standing type of other periodicals and of govern- 
ment reports. Fortunately, the Massachusetts state publications, 
like the Judicial Council Reports and the reports of all the spe- 
cial commissions for the past 15 or 20 years are in uniform type, 
generally ; but there have been a number of other reprints which 
involved every variety of type, paper and paging, but which, 
nevertheless, in the opinion of the editor, seemed likely to be of 
interest, or practical value, to the bench, or bar or legislature in 
Massachusetts. I believe this practice of getting reprints of docu- 
ments, like the Judicial Council Reports, the recent report of 
the Judiciary Committee in July, on District Courts, and all 
the other commission reports dealing with the courts or with 
constitutional amendments should be continued, not only for 
those who are willing to read them at the time, but for con- 
venient reference for others in future. I think these reprints of 
public documents have constituted a very considerable part of 
the value and influence of the QUARTERLY as an organ of informa- 
tion provocative of discussion. 


As to other matters, such as the sometimes extended 
accounts of legal history, occasional biographical matter and 
frequent discussions of constitutional questions, especially those 
relating to the I. & R. Amendment, the editor’s judgment has 
usually been based on practical grounds, e.g., understanding, 
from long observation, of the shortness of memory, or utter 
lack of knowledge as to constitutional problems involved, or 
their current imminence, in the minds of many of the bench 
and bar. 


How much these discussions are read by members of the asso- 
ciation in general, I do not know, but I know from practical 
experience at the State House, and in correspondence, how much, 
and how often, some of them are consulted because of their fre- 
quent and current bearing on far-reaching problems, and because 
much of this information can not be found readily elsewhere. 


There have been a good many of these discussions, the reason 
for which and results of which could be stated. They have related 
to matters which should be thought about in advance, and it has 
seemed to the editor to be one of the functions of a state law 
review to provide such material for reference when needed, 
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whether men read it, or want to read it at the time or not.* I am 
still of that point of view and have mentioned the subject merely 
to illustrate an editorial problem. 

I think occasional short references to books and legal periodi- 
cals are important. I think it may be advisable to reprint Pro- 
fessor Morgan’s articles on the proposed Code of Evidence of the 
American Law Institute, of which he is the reporter, with the 
assistance of Professor Maguire. These articles have begun in 
the A.B.A. Journal for September and for October. 

The magazine never has carried advertising. Most law maga- 
zines do. With our present membership circulation, I doubt if it 
would attract advertising. With an increased circulation, it 
might. Perhaps a Publication Committee, or the executive secre- 
tary, may be able to handle the publication business better from 
a business point of view. 


F. W. Grinne.i, Secretary and Editor. 


THE ANNUAL MEETING OF 1942 


A vigorous Association will produce, consciously or uncon- 
sciously, an interesting annual mecting. An interesting annual 
meeting involves both fun and work. Plans are now proceeding 
for an annual meeting of the Massachusetts Bar Association to 
be held, it is hoped, with the collaboration of other associations, 
at the New Ocean House in Swampscott, in May of 1942. Philip 
Hendrick has reported a preliminary examination, and reserva- 
tion of the New Ocean House. Walter Powers will assist Mr. 
Hendrick in formulating plans for school sessions. The meeting 
will probably be held on Friday and Saturday of one of the 
later weeks of May. There will be golf and a banquet on Saturday 
night with a speaker of real importance and with something real 
to say. It is expected that the ladies will be present and a ladies’ 
committee on arrangements will be selected in due course. It is 
too early to make a detailed report upon this project, but events 
of this nature require careful planning, well in advance, and 
definite word will be sent to the members as soon as the program 
appears to be taking shape. Guy Newhall’s committee (see page 
15) will be prepared to conduct a discussion upon the subject 
of their work. John Spalding’s committee will presumably have 
completed its work and will make a report. By that time also 
there will certainly have occurred one more of those great events 
which may make it wise to have a session on public affairs. 

*One such discussion (written at the request of the then Speaker of the House) 
of a question affecting the interests of every man, woman and child in Massachu- 


setts, present and future, which may arise at any time, as it threatened to arise 
in 1923, appeared in the Quarterly for July, 1924, pp. 35-51. 
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COMMITTEE TO ARRANGE FOR COMMEMORATION OF 
THE 250r8 ANNIVERSARY OF THE FOUNDING OF 
THE SUPREME JUDICIAL COURT 


After a conference of the President with Chief Justice Field, 
the Executive Committee authorized the appointment of a special 
committee to plan, in co-operation with other bar associations, 
to celebrate the 250th birthday of the Supreme Judicial Court, 
in November, 1942. 

Under the Colony Charter, the Court of Assistants was, for 
practical purposes, the head of the judicial system, although 
the General Court occasionally exercised judicial, in addition to 
its legislative, functions, as in the case of the dispute over Goody 
Sherman’s sow in 1634, which led to the separation of the Gen- 
eral Court into two houses, and the birth of the office of Speaker 
of the House. 

After the revocation of the Colony Charter, in 1684, there 
were various judicial arrangements before, during and after, 
the Andros government, which was overthrown in 1689. The new 
Province Charter arrived in Boston on May 14th, 1692. It pro- 
vided the Great and General Court with authority to erect and 
constitute judicatories, courts of record, and other courts, with 
an appeal to the Privy Council in civil causes. The Governor 
and Council were made a Court of Probate. The governor, with 
the advice and consent of the council, was authorized to appoint 
judges, commissioners of Oyer and Terminer, etc. Without wait- 
ing for legislative provision, in June, 1692, Governor Phipps, 
under the influence of Cotton Mather, appointed a special Court 
of Oyer and Terminer for Suffolk, Essex and Middlesex — an 
illegal tribunal which conducted the witchcraft trials during the 
next few months. 

In November, 1692, the Superior Court of Judicature first 
came into existence, by Chapter IV of the Province Laws. It was 
a court for the entire province, consisting of a chief justice and 
four other justices, with jurisdiction of all common law actions 
and all crimes. The reaction against the witchcraft hysteria had 
set in. As the charter required all laws to be sent to England 
for royal approval, the act creating the court, as Judge Wash- 
burn says, “was in a measure inchoate”; but, in the meantime, 
judges were needed and the Governor and Council appointed 
William Stoughton, Chief Justice, Thomas Danforth, Wait Win- 
throp, John Richards and Samuel Sewall. 

“The first term of the court was held at Salem on the third 
of January, 1692-38, as a court of assize and general jail delivery, 
being a special term, and occasioned by the great numbers still 
in jail upon the charge of witchcraft. Fifty-six bills of indict- 
ment were preferred for this offence at this term, of which the 
Grand Jury returned thirty ‘Ignoramus’ (as was then the form 
of proceeding) and of the twenty-six returned by them as ‘true 
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bills,’ three only were sustained by the traverse Jury, and the 
persons thus convicted were pardoned. Upon Governor Phipps’ 
returning to England about 150 were in prison, and about 200 
under the charge of witchcraft, all of whom were discharged upon 
paying the Attorney General 30 shillings each.””* 

For various reasons, among others a provision in the act creat- 
ing a separate Court of Chancery, the act of 1692 and succeeding 
drafts were disallowed by the Privy Council, but the judges con- 
tinued to sit — being recommissioned in 1695 apparently because 
of the death of Governor Phipps. Finally, by Chapter 61 of the 
Acts of 1699, the court was permanently established as the 
“Superior Court of Judicature, Court of Assize and General Gaol 
Delivery,” with civil and criminal jurisdiction, “and generally of 
all other matters, as fully and amply to all intents and purposes 
whatsoever as the Courts of Kings Bench, Common Pleas and 
Exchequer within His Majesty’s Kingdom of England have, or 
ought to have.” 

By an act of July 17th, 1775, all the justices of the court 
then holding commissions together with all other civil and mili- 
tary officers appointed by the Provincial Governor were removed 
by the General Court, which provided that others should be ap- 
pointed in their places by a major part of the Council, which 
was then acting in the absence of any governor under the charter. 
John Adams was made chief justice, and shortly thereafter was 
succeeded in that office by William Cushing. The 9th article of 
the 6th chapter of the Constitution of 1780 continued the judges 
in office until other persons were appointed. On February 16th, 
1781, Governor Hancock reappointed and commissioned Chief 
Justice Cushing and Associate Justices Nathaniel P. Sargeant, 
David Sewall and James Sullivan, directly under the provisions 
of the Constitution, as members of the “Supreme Judicial Court.” 

Thus while there has been a change of name, the justices who 
sit in that court today are the successors in regular course of 
the judges appointed to the same court in 1692.** 





*Washburn’s “Judicial History,” p. 153. 

In connection with the witchcraft craze, it is an interesting fact that Nathaniel 
Saltonstall, one of the original appointees of Governor Phipps, declined to serve. 
The fact that he kept his head illustrates what is sometimes forgotten, that, as 
compared with other places at that time, the hysterical epidemic was shorter and 
less virulent in Massachusetts, although Massachusetts has been singled out as 
a continuous target (See Ellis, “The Puritan Age in Massachusetts,” pp. 


**A brief history of the courts prior to 1780, by the late Chief Justice Mason 
of the Superior Court, was reprinted in the QuARTERLY for November, 1916 (Vol. 
II, No. 2, 82). A more extended account appears in Washburn’s “Judicial History 
of Massachusetts” with additional information in Davis’ “History of the Judiciary 
in Massachusetts.”’ In 1917, a brief account of the constitutional history of the 
Supreme Judicial Court, from the Revolution to the death of Chief Justice Parsons 
in 1813, was prepared for convenient reference during the constitutional convention, 
which met in June of that year. This was printed in the QUARTERLY for May, 1917. 
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OTHER NEWS FOR PRACTICING LAWYERS 


TRUST INSTITUTIONS AND LAWYERS — 
THE RECENT STATEMENT OF THE “NATIONAL 
CONFERENCE GROUP” 

Adoption by the National Conference Group of a statement of 
policies with respect to trust institutions and lawyers was an- 
nounced in Indianapolis, at the recent meeting of the American 
Bar Association, by Edwin M. Otterburg, chairman of the stand- 
ing committee on unauthorized practice of law, of the American 
Bar Association, in a supplemental report approved by the House 
of Delegates. 

The Conference Group is formed by representatives of the 
American Bankers Association trust division and the American 
Bar Association. 

The statement, which is the first on a national scale approved 
by the executive committee of the banking division, reads as 
follows: 

(1) Trust institutions should neither perform services which 
constitute the practice of law nor otherwise engage in such prac- 
tice; therefore, they should not draw wills or other legal docu- 
ments nor perform services in the administration of estates and 
trusts where such acts by law or local procedure are considered 
the practice of law. 

(2) The development of trust business by a trust institution 
should be on the basis of assistance to the customer in the use of 
the institution’s trust services and facilities as related to his 
business or financial matter. 

In all legal questions which may arise in the development of 
trust business, the trust institution should advise the customer 
to confer with his own lawyer or a lawyer of his own choosing. 

(3) The trust institution should respect and not interfere with 
the professional relationship existing between an attorney and 
his client, and an attorney should respect and not interfere with 
the business relationship existing between a trust institution and 
its customer. It is recognized, however, that in all cases the in- 
terest of the client is paramount. An attorney at law must re- 
serve the right to advise his client with respect to the choice of a 
fiduciary. The attorney should not seek to displace the institu- 
tion of the client’s choice by inducing the appointment of some 
other institution or individual unless the attorney believes the 
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client’s affairs demand services peculiar to some particular in- 
stitution or individual, or where the attorney believes that the 
true interest of the client will suffer if such substitution is not 
made. 

If the trust institution is requested by its customer to recom- 
mend counsel, any counsel so recommended should be in a posi- 
tion to advise the customer disinterestedly, and it is preferable 
that the trust institution, when making such recommendations 
of counsel to its customer, submit, without recommending one 
above another, the names of several attorneys in whom it has 
confidence, leaving the choice of the selection to the customer. 

(4) A trust institution, qualified and authorized by law as a 
legitimate business enterprise, has an inherent right to advertise 
its trust services in appropriate ways. It should not, directly or 
indirectly, offer to give legal advice or render legal services, and 
there should be no invitation to the public, either direct or by 
inference in such advertisement, to bring their legal problems 
to the trust institution. Its advertisement should be dignified 
and the qualifications of the institution should not be overstated 
or overemphasized, and it should not be implied in any adver- 
tisement that the services of a lawyer are only secondary or 
ministerial, or that by the employment of the services of the 
trust institution, the employment of counsel to advise the cus- 
tomer is unnecessary. 

(5) In the employment of counsel, the trust institution should 
endeavor, in the absence of compelling reasons to the contrary, 
to engage the attorney who drew the instrument, or who repre- 
sented the testator or donor, to perform any legal work required 
in the course of trust or estate administration. 

The National Conference Group hereby recommends to state 
and local Bar and trust organizations the creation of joint con- 
ference committees, composed equally of representatives of trust 
institutions and the Bar associations, for the purpose of imple- 
menting and making effective the carrying out of these principles 
and the amicable and cooperative solution of disputes or mis- 
understandings in relation thereto. 
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SIXTH SUPPLEMENT OF NOTES TO THE SIXTH EDITION 
OF CROCKER’S “NOTES ON COMMON FORMS” PRE- 
PARED FOR THE MASSACHUSETTS CONVEYANCERS’ 
ASSOCIATION. 


These notes were prepared for the Massachusetts Convey- 
ancers’ Association for its members under the terms of the 
Samuel T. Harris Memorial Fund, and are here included by per- 
mission of the Association. 


The first five sets of these notes were printed in the Massa- 
cHUsETTS Law QuarTeRLy for January-March and July-Septem- 
ber, 1939, January-March and July-September, 1940 and March, 
1941. The notes may be readily copied into the book, as indicated, 
for future reference. 


Norrs sy R. D. Swarm, Eprror, SrxtH Epition or Crocker’s 
“Notes oN ComMoN Forms” 


The following notes cover Massachusetts decisions in the 
Advance Sheets for 1940, page 2044 through 1941 Advance 
Sheets page 1248 and Statutes of 1941 through chapter 631, and 
various Land Court decisions noted in the Banker and Trades- 
man, At the left will be found the Section in Crocker to which 
each note is applicable. 


Section 
213 Partition. 

Requirement of consent of co-tenant is undue restriction 
upon right of co-tenant to have partition. Mills v. Blakelin, 
1940 Adv. Sh. 2081. 

878 Tax. 

Assessment of a lot or lots together. Boston v. Boston 

Port Development Co., 1941 Adv. Sh. 75. 
128 Flats. 

Law of ownership restated. Boston vy. Boston Port De- 

velopment Co., 1941 Adv. Sh. 75. 
707 Zoning. 

“Spot Zoning” invalid. Leahy v. Inspector of Buildings 
of New Bedford, 1941 Adv. Sh. 139. 

68 Resulting Trust. 

Contribution of part to the purchase of property 
restated. Druker v. Druker, 1941 Adv. Sh. 265. 

50 Deed to Husband and Wife as Joint Tenants 
without Negation of Entirety. Law restated — Franz vy. 
Franz, 1941 Adv. Sh. 317. 

143 Reformation of Deed. 

Franz v. Franz, 1941 Adv. Sh. 317. 


, 


law 
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Section 


59 
62 


129 


9° 


543 


126 


15¢ 


161 


254 


Fraud. 

Purchase by a party to a fraud from an innocent party 
does not give clear title. U. 8S. Fidelity and Guaranty Co. 
v. Sheehan, 1941 Adv. Sh. 329. 

License to Maintain Wharf. 

Revocation — review of law. Commissioners of Public 

Works v. Cities Service Oil Co., 1941 Adv. Sh. 349. 
Adverse Possession. 

Effect of — Disseisin of life tenant on remainderman or 

reversioner’s rights. Daley v. Daley, 1941 Adv. Sh. 393. 
Foreclosure of Mortgage. 

Registered land —issue of certificate of title without 
compliance with the Soldiers and Sailors Civil Relief Act. 
Institution for Savings in Newburyport, Petitioner, 1941 
Adv. Sh. 727. See Acts 1941 ¢. 25 authorizing and outlining 
procedure under that Act. 


Beach. 

As including more than the area between high and low 
water. Hewitt v. Perry, 1941 Adv. Sh. 875. 

Easement — reasonable use and _ surcharge — appur- 
tenant to divisions of the dominant estate. Hewitt v. Perry, 
1941 Adv. Sh. 875. 

Tax. 

Assessment for street sprinkling. Lowell v. Lowell Build- 

ing Corporation, 1941 Adv. Sh. 941. 
Zoning Law. 

Remedy of applicant denied relief by the Board of 

Appeals. Hull v. Belmont, 1941 Adv. Sh. 1101. 
Airport. 

Taking for as a public purpose. Burnham vy. Beverly, 
1941 Ady. Sh. 1227. 

Life Tenant’s Exercise of Power of Sale. 

Nunes v. Rogers, 1940 Adv. Sh. 1917. 

Tax Title. 
Certificate of redemption not an assignment. Polop v. 
Joseph P. Manning Co., Land Court 26 BTL 81. 
Tar. 
Apportionment on division of land — appeal to Appellate 
Tax Board proper proceeding. Scraggy Neck Development 
Co. v. Assessors, Appellate Tax Board, 26 BTL 221. 
Ways on Plan. 

Rule restated that lots have rights to use all or so much 
as necessary to connect with a public way. Poli-New 
England Theatres Inc. v. Worcester County Horticultural 
Society, Land Court 17524, April 1, 1941, 26 BTL 297. 
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Section 


499 Trustees. 
878 Entry to foreclose by one of two insufficient — entry be- 
fore ripening not an alienation under tax law. Worcester 
v. Y. D. Service Garage, Land Court May 23, 1941, No 
11334 T.L., 26 BTL 353. 
Chap. XX Lease. 
On surrender cost of old building demolished may be 
deducted by lessor from improvements by lessee in figuring 
tax. Frost Co., 44 BTA No. 11. 


543 Foreclosure of Mortgages under Soldiers and 
Sailors Civil Relief Act. 
Chapter 25 of Acts of 1941. 


137 Plans. 
Co-ordinate system. Chapter 47. 
11 Railroad. 
Change of location. Chapter 53. 
357 Co-operative Bank Loans and Interest. 
Chapter 76. 
884 Tax Titles. 
Errors in. Chapter 84. 
6 Leases. 


751 Recording notice of instead of the lease. Chapter 85. 
636 Lis Pendens. 
Requirement for recording notice of probate equity 
proceedings. Chapter 88. 
637 Bankruptcy. 
Authority to record notice of. Chapter 89. 
706 Zoning. 
What permits affected by changes or adoption of by-laws. 
Chapter 176. 
706 Zoning. 
By-laws may provide for appeal by any officer, board, or 
person aggrieved by decision of building inspector. Chap- 
ter 198. 
706 Zoning. 
Adoption or changes when planning board fails to report. 
Chapter 320. 


366 Notes. 
Payable to.a straw. See Chapter 215. 
878 Taxes. 


Collection from estate of deceased owner after exemp- 
tion under Chapter 59, Sec. 5, Clause 17. Chapter 227. 
882 Tax Title. 
Form for redemption. Chapter 231. See also as to 
amount Chapter 319. 





Section 


11 Railroad Crossings. 
County, city or town may take land for change. Chap- 
ter 233. 


886 Summary Process after Tax Title Foreclosure. 
Chapter 242. 
11 Water or Aqueduct Companies. 
Acquiring additional land. Chapter 275. 
357 Co-operative Bank Mortgages. 


Direct reduction loans and suspension of payments from 
soldiers and sailors. Chapter 293. 
886 Tax Title Lands. 
Disposal of by municipality. Chapter 296. 


566 License for Sale by Administrator De Bonis Non. 
Within six months or the balance of the original year 
whichever is longer. Chapter 341. 
707 Zoning. 
178 Boston Law amended. Chapter 373. 
767 Liens for Water. 
Law revised, principally as to the method of collection 
and release of liens. Chapter 380. 
867 Inheritance Tages. 
New table of rates. Chapter 415 and surtax extended. 
Chapter 416. See also Chapter 605. 
End Chap. Boston. 
XXI_ Fire egress from buildings — lien for expense by build- 
ing commissioner. Chapter 445. 
End Chap. Boston. 
XXI_ Buildings inspected or dangerous to health —lien for 
expense of health commissioner. Chapter 446. 
Sec. 255 Easements for Slope on State Highways May 
Be Taken. 
Chapter 519. 


707 Airport Regulations Authorized. 
135 Similar to zoning but damages allowed. Chapter 537. 
811 Uniform Simultaneous Death Law. 


Disposition of property. Chapter 549. 
765 Separate Tax Bills and Payment of Taxes on 
Separate Parcels Authorized. 
Chapter 573. 


885 Low Value Lands. 
Tax sales and proceedings to establish title. Chapter 594. 
766 Betterment Assessments. 


4% interest. Chapter 595. 
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SOME SUBJECTS BEFORE THE BAR ON REQUESTS BY THE 
LEGISLATURE FOR REPORTS BY DECEMBER, 1942 


BEFORE THE JUDICIAL COUNCIL 

Resolves, Chapter 7. 14 bills raising the whole subject of the law of 
attachments as compared with other states. 

Resolves, Chapter 17. Liability insurance of cities, towns and charities 
for motor vehicle operation (Senate 222). 

Senate 413. Violation of statute, etc., as evidence of negligence. 

Resolves, Chapter 18. Interpretation of wills as to legacies lapsed for 
fraud or undue influence. 

Resolves, Chapter 38. 3 bills as to libel, slander, newspapers, and 
truth as a defence, also the entire subject matter of libel. 

Resolves, Chapter 53. Requirements of statement as to real estate by 
executors, etc., in registries of deeds in different counties where land lies. 

All these were referred to the Judicial Council for report. 


BEFORE SPECIAL COMMISSIONS 

Resolves, Chapter 24. Special commission on abolishing contributory 
and imputed negligence in injuries to children under seven. 

Resolves, Chapter 40. Special commission relative to changing method 
of assessing damages and the minimum recovery in death cases (some 
Superior Court judges and some lawyers disagree on this matter). 

Resolves, Chapter 48. Special Commission to Study the Criminal 
Laws and consider the drafting of a criminal code. It is a big subject. 
The last code proposed and not adopted was in 1844, following the early 
codification movement and the Livingston draft code for Louisiana, the 
fate of which is described in the review of Livingston’s life, in the 
A. B. A. Journal for July, 1941, pp. 440-441. By appointment of the 
Supreme Court of the United States under the recent act of Congress, an 
advisory committee is at work on rules for criminal procedure in the 
Federal Courts. 

Resolves, Chapter 49. Special commission on “the subject matter of 
House 1107,— a bill of 150 pages to establish an Administrative Court. 
(There was also a bill to create a Labor Court, which was not referred 
to the commission. ) 

The subject of judicial review of administrative decisions is under 
nationwide discussion. The substance of the views of the majority and 
minority of the Attorney General’s Committee, with an analysis of the 
bills proposed for the Federal system, appeared in the American Bar 
Association Journal for March, 1941 (pp. 140-153). The House Delegates 
of that association supported the minority views. At the recent meeting 
of the association in Indianapolis, one of the outstanding features was the 
discussion by Attorney-General Biddle for the majority, and Dean Pound 
for the minority, views. This discussion doubtless will appear in the 
American Bar Association Journal. 

District Courts. The Judiciary Committee, in its report — House 2770, 
recently circulated as No. 5 of Volume XXVI of the QUARTERLY, in July, 
1941 — recommended 6 bills about district courts. The Judiciary Commit- 
tee will continue to sit under the special order for further study of the 
subject. 

OTHER MATTERS BEFORE THE BAR 
CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENTS 

As stated in the “Quarterty” for June, 1941, page 12. 

“The Massachusetts conception of a constitution has been one 
of general principles and rules, as distinguished from a voluminous 
accumulation of glorified statutes which make up the constitution 
in some other states.” 

Whenever an amendment is suggested, therefore, three questions arise: 

1. Is it clearly not covered by the present constitutional provisions? 

2. If not covered, is the purpose advisable? 

8. Is the phrasing adapted to the purpose? 
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This year, four amendments were proposed and considered in joint 
session for the first of the two considerations by successive general courts 
needed for amendment. One of these relating to graduated income taxation 
was reported in a hastily drawn draft, which was only defeated at the last 
minute, partly as a result of the letter of Philip Nichols, which was re- 
printed in the “QuARTERLY” for June. 

The other three amendments, one on the pardoning power, one on 
ballots for sick persons, and one on the form of questions and descriptions 
on the ballots, were passed, practically without debate,— perhaps with 
the idea that they can be debated at the next session. The pardon amend- 
ment is phrased to go far beyond the purpose of its proposers (See 
“QUARTERLY” for June, 1941, pages 12-13). The sick persons amendment 
seems unnecessary because already permissible (See page 13), and the 
form of ballot amendment seems bad as it does not seem to meet the 
real need. 

Should we have a special Committee on Constitutional Amendments? 
THE INITIATIVE BILL FOR A MONOPOLISTIC STATE FUND FOR 
WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION INSURANCE 

This bill, which probably will be forced on the ballot in 1942 over an 
adverse vote of both houses, will affect every business, and, I think, every 
law office employing six or more persons, by forcing them into state in- 
surance and putting all private insurance companies and brokers out of 
the business (See “QuarTERLY” for June, pages 14-15). 

Lawyers, as well as other people, should think about it. 
REMOVAL OF FEDERAL JUDGES 

We have received requests to support Chairman Sumners’ bill for a 
judicial tribunal to hear petitions for removal of Federal judges. This bill 
has the support of the American Bar Association by its vote of last fall. 
As pointed out in the editorial in the American Bar Association Journal 
for September, 1941, the bill does not supplant or interfere with “impeach- 
ment” for “high crimes and misdemeanors,” but simply provides a 
judicial tribunal to determine whether the term of “good behavior” of a 
judge has terminated. The discussion in the House appears in the Con- 
gressional Record of October 22. 

UNIFORM STATE LAWS 

One of the purposes specified in the Charter of the Association is 
that “of furthering uniformity of legislation throughout the Union.” The 
National Conference of Commissioners on Uniform State Laws meets every 
year for a week, preceding the American Bar Association meeting, and 
grinds out proposed uniform laws on different subjects. Some of these laws 
have been widely adopted and others less so, and some have been with- 
drawn after a period of years. Massachusetts always has taken an active 
part in the National Conference. The present Massachusetts Commissioners 
are: Hon. Joseph F. O’Connell, Chairman, Hon. Henry Parkman and 
Willard B. Luther. The bar in general has not paid very much attention 
to the acts which have been suggested in Massachusetts before they have 
been passed. The attitude of the Association toward such proposals was 
stated to the Judiciary Committee in a letter to the Secretary in 1921, 
which was printed in the QuaARTERLY for February of that year (page 31). 
In that year, there was a special committee of this association. 

One of the uniform acts, relating to simultaneous death, has recently 
been passed by the Massachusetts Legislature. This act was subjected to 
eareful study by several after it was introduced here. 


THE DISTRICT COURT LOBBY 

The following extract appeared in an editorial in the Boston Post of 
October 20, 1941. 

“The statement by a member of the House that a presiding justice 
of a district court said that the Senate would take care of legislation re- 
garding the district courts, should get closer scrutiny by the Legislature. 

“The lobby of the district courts has been a powerful one. But the 
Legislature should not countenance interference by this other branch of the 
government. A judges’ lobby is more dangerous than any other. It defeats 
law making and law enforcement.” 

Judges should realize that this sort of news does not help to inspire 
public confidence in the Courts. 
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SPECIAL COMMITTEES 
DELPGATES TO THE 1941 JupICIAL CONFERENCE 
OF THE First CirculT 

John F. Noxon of Pittsfield 
Frederick H. Tarr of Gloucester 


SPECIAL MEMBERSHIP COMMITTEE 





Nathan P. Avery of Holyoke lita 
Edwin P. Dunphy of Northamptonj © "@"""@" 


ADAMS 
AMESBURY 


AMHERST 


ANDOVER 


ATTLEBORO 
ATHOL 

AYER 
BARNSTABLE 
BEVERLY 
BOSTON 


BROOKLINE 


BROCKTON 


CAMBRIDGE 


CHATHAM 
CLINTON 
DEDHAM 
ESSEX 

FALL RIVER 


Walter Donovan, Park St. 

Edward M. Conley, 38 Main St. 

F’. Leslie Viccaro, 12 Market Sq. 

Jay Walter Mead, 15 North Pleasant St. 

Winthrop S. Dakin, 39 Main 8t., 
Northampton 

Joseph L. Burns, 35 Main St. 

Alan T. Polgreen, 68 Main St. 

Joseph M. Hargedon, 706 Bay State Bldg., 
Lawrence 

Samuel Resnick, Musgrove Bldg. 

Ralph H. Estes, 214 Bronson Bldg. 

C. Edward Rowe, Starrett Bldg. 

Mae E. Collicut, 280 Main St., Fitchburg 

Paul M. Swift, Hyannis 

Lawrence A. Ford, 221 Cabot St. 

Richard Field, 15 State St. 

Robert R. Dickey, 73 Tremont St. 

Robert R. Thurber, 1 Federal St. 

J. Lindsay Ware, 1 Court St. 

Sturtevant Burr, 53 State St. 

Dunbar Holmes, 53 State St. 

John G. Brooks, 2nd, 10 State St. 

Charles S. Maddock, 82 Devonshire St. 

Donald T. Field, 84 State St., Boston 

Edward H. McGrath, Jr., 80 Federal St. 

David Leavitt, 106 Main St. 

Eldon H. O’Neill, 126 Main St. 

John Capron, Harvard Law School 

William Hogan, Jr., 1374 Mass. Ave. 

Igo William Toabe, Main St. 

George E. O’Toole, 77 High St. 

Anna E. Hirsch, Probate Register 

Sumner L. Raymond, 29 Main St. 

Harold S. Buffington, 21 Bedford St. 

Terrence J. Lomax, Jr., 56 N. Main St. 

Ray C. Westgate, 21 Bedford St. 








FITCHBURG 


FRANKLIN 
GEORGETOWN 
GLOUCESTER 


34 


Irvin E. Erb, 446 Main St. 

Ralph W. Robbins, 401 Main St. 
Romeo Assetta, 9 East Central St. 
Baker Adams, 150 Elm St. 

John W. Wynne, 123 Main St. 
Frederick H. Tarr, Jr., 111 Main St. 
C. Richard Clark, 11 Pleasant St. 


GREAT BARRINGTON 


GREENFIELD 
HAVERHILL 
HOLYOKE 
HYANNIS 
IPSWICH 


LAWRENCE 


LEE 
LOWELL 


LYNN 
MALDEN 
MARBLEHEAD 
MEDFORD 


MARLBORO 
NEEDHAM 


NEW BEDFORD 


NORTHAMPTON 


NORWOOD 


NORTH ADAMS 


NEWBURYPORT 


PALMER 


PEABODY 


Frank J. Brothers, 314 Main St. 

Samuel T. Tisdale, 359 Main St. 

Hubert C. Thompson, 191 Merrimack St. 
Louis Chartier, 316 High St. 

Igo William Toabe, Main St., Chatham 
Robert T. Bamford, 4 Central St. 
William F. Hayes, 3 Market Sq. 

Walter C. Tomlinson, 720 Bay State Bldg. 


John P. Kane, 316 Essex St. 


James Hannon 

James P. Cassidy, 510 Hildreth Bldg. 

Sumner Kenney, Sun Bldg. 

H. D. Linscott, 145 Munroe St. 

Edward S. Underwood, Security Trust Bldg. 

Joseph F. Doyle, 23 Central Ave. 

Harry Reinherz, 6 Pleasant St. 

“Luke B. Colbert, 105 Pleasant St. 

Raymond H. Trefry, 14 South St. 

Richard Bishop, 11 Riverside Ave. 

James V. Giblin, 217 Main St. 

Frederick A. McDermott, 975 Great Plain 
Ave. 

Morris R. Brownell, 1 Masonic Bldg. 

Andrew P. Boyle, 214 Bookstore Bldg. 

Luke Smith, 96 William St. 

Edwin P. Dunphy, 39 Main St. 

Leonard I. Albert, Nonotuck Sav. Bank Bldg. 

Francis J. Squires, 681 Washington St. 

Charles E. Houghton, 70 Winter St. 

Harry A. Glovsky, 85 Main St. 

William A. O’Hearn, 8814 Main St. 

Edward E. Crawshaw, 37 Pleasant St. 

James F. Carens, Jr., 5514 State St. 

James W. Duffy, 480 Main St. 

Ernest E. Hobson, 430 Main St. 

Henry F. Duggan, 9 Main St. 

William H. Fay, 10 Peabody Sq. 
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PITTSFIELD 


PLYMOUTH 
QUINCY 


REVERE 
SALEM 


SAUGUS 
SOUTHBRIDGE 
SPRINGFIELD 


SWAMPSCOTT 
TAUNTON 


TOPSFIELD 
WALPOLE 
WARE 
WATERTOWN 
WELLESLEY 


WESTFIELD 


WOBURN 
WORCESTER 
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Frederick M. Myers, 7 North St. 
Paul A. Tamburello, 24 North St. 
George C. Peterson, 6 Town Sq. 


Charles F. Canavan, 1883 Hancock St. 


Robert Zottoli, 7 Temple St. 
Joseph Serafini, 1372 Hancock St. 
Julius Deskin, 146 Shirley Ave. 


William H. McSweeney, 181 Washington St. 


Robert W. Hill, 70 Washington St. 
Charles E. Flynn, 38 Jackson St. 


John J. Shaughnessy, Jr., 268 Main St. 


Hugh Corcoran, 1537 Main St. 
Milton J. Donovan, 31 Elm St. 
Sanford Keedy, 31 Elm St. 

John M. O’Malley, 1323 Main St. 
Richard 8. Woodbury, 1387 Main St. 
James W. Santry, 44 Humphrey St. 
J. Marshall McGregor, 49 Broadway 
Warren M. Swift, 4 Court St. 

David Faber, 5 Main St. 

Arthur H. Wellman, Salem Road 
Roger F. Turner, Elm St. 

Neill W. Schoonmaker, 68 Main St. 
James Vahey, 10 Mt. Auburn St. 
Franklin R. Johnson 

Arthur L. Stevenson, 54 Cliff Road 
Edward M. Murray, 27 Wareland St. 
Hugh G. Flynn, 33 Elm 8t. 

Robert C. Parker, 8 Main St. 
Kendall L. Johnson, 7 Winn St. 
Peter L. Bell, 390 Main St. 

Robert S. Bowditch, 340 Main St. 
Daniel P. Callahan, 910 Slater Bldg. 
W. Arthur Garrity, 540 Main St. 
Harold Seder, 339 Main St. 

Charles T. Tatman, 390 Main St. 


SPECIAL COMMITTEE ON PROBATE PRACTICE 


AND PROCEDURE 


Guy Newhall of Lynn, Chairman 
Weld A. Rollins of Needham 
Arthur L. Eno of Lowell 

Harold T. Davis of Hingham 
Bradley B. Gilman of Worcester 
William E. Fuller of Fall River 
Homans Robinson of Springfield 
Frederick M. Myers of Pittsfield 
Gershom D. Hall 
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SPECIAL COMMITTEE ON PROPOSED CODE OF 
EVIDENCE OF THE 
AMERICAN LAW INSTITUTE 
John V. Spalding, of Newton, Chairman (etc.) 

Theodore Chase of Boston 
Richard B. Walsh of Lowell 
Edward M. Dangel of Boston 
Gerald J. Callahan of Springfield 
Lafayette R. Chamberlin of Boston 
Robert H. Hopkins of Boston 
Wilfred Smart of Boston 

Neil Leonard of Boston 

Edward B. Hanify of Boston 
Edwin G. Norman of Worcester 
Charles W. Bartlett of Boston 
Richard Wait of Boston 


COMMITTEE ON ANNUAL MEETING OF 1942 
Philip A. Hendrick, Chairman 
(others to be added ) 


COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC RELATIONS 
John E. Peakes, of Newton, Chairman 
(others to be added) 


COMMITTEE ON LEGISLATION 
Willard B. Luther, of Cambridge, Chairman 
(others to be added) 


GRIEVANCE COMMITTEE 
(to be appointed), Secretary 
15 State St., Boston 
SPECIAL CO-ORDINATING COMMITTEE 
Joseph Wiggin of Malden, Chairman 
Merris R. Brownell of New Bedford 
W. Arthur Garrity of Worcester 
Willard B. Luther of Cambridge 
James M. Rosenthal of Pittsfield 
Richard B. Walsh of Lowell 
Lispenard B. Phister of Newburyport, Secretary 
SPECIAL COMMITTEE TO COMMEMORATE THE 250ru 
ANNIVERSARY OF THE SUPREME JUDICIAL 
COURT IN NOVEMBER, 1942 


(This committee will be appointed later.) 





A ee 





List of Presidents of the Massachusetts Bar Association: 


RicHarD O.tney, of Boston, 1909-1910. 

Atrrep H ‘menway, of Boston, 1910-1911. 
Cuaries W. Cuirrorp, of New Bedford, 1911-1912. 
JoHN ©. Hammonpn, of Northampton, 1912-1913. 
Moorrigtp Strorny, of Boston, 1913-1914. 
Hersert Parker, of Lancaster, 1914-1915. 
Henry N. Sueipon, of Boston, 1915-1916. 
Cuarites E, Hreparp, of Pittsfield, 1916-1917. 
ArrHur Lorp, of Plymouth, 1917-1918. 

JoHn W. Cummrines, of Fall River, 1918-1919. 
Freperick P. Fisu, of Brookline, 1919-1920. 
Epwarp W. Hurcuins, of Boston, 1920-1921. 
Appi1son L. Groen, of Holyoke, 1921-1922. 
Tuomas Hovey Gacn, of Worcester, 1922-1923. 
Tuomas W. Proctor, of Newton, 1923-1924. 
Grorcs L. Maysurry, of Waltham, 1924-1925. 
FRANKLIN G. Frssmnpen, of Greenfield, 1925-1926. 
Ernest H. VauGuHan, of Worcester, 1926-1927. 
Grorcn R. Nurrer, of Boston, 1927-1928. 
FrepericK W. MANSFIELD, of Boston, 1928-1931. 
Frepprick N. Wrisr, of Lowell, 1931-1932. 
NaTuHan P. Avzry, of Holyoke, 1932-1935. 
Henry R. Mayo, of Lynn, 1936-1938. 

JosppH WiaccIn, of Malden, 1939-1941. 

Mayo A. Suartruck, of Hingham, 1941- 
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